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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking APR 1 & 2008
MEB Docket No. 04-233
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ruls MAILR
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for chogsing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allewing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2} The FCC must not furn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

consgienticusly objecs 1o Ine message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message defvery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially refigious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and

proposals 1o force reporting on suth things as who produced whal programs would irdrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain dasses of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staif presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking APR 1 4 7008
ME Docket No. 04-233

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Ruleméﬂg&g'MA' LROOM
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits govemment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air ime. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids impasition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of pragramming, especially religious programming, is not properiy dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true 1o their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs couid face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewat proceedings.

{5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chalienge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location chaices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or
policies discussed on preceding page.
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or
policies discussed on preceding page.
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or
policies discussed on preceding page.
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or
policies discussed on preceding page.
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or
policies discussed on preceding page.
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! APR 1 o 2008
Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
M

MB Docket No. 04-233 FCC-MAILROO

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Natice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008. in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policias or procadures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, wouid do so -~ and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
zonsclentiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certaln licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renawal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters, Those who stay true 10 their consciences ana present oniy the messages they
Sorrespond 10 ineir beliefs could face jong, expansive and potantiaily tuwnous renawal procesdings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market sacular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and cuntailed service is contrary to the
public interest.
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Commaents in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking ‘

MB Docket No. 04-233 FCC-MAILROOM

1 submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peaple who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religlous broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share thelr
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for chogsing to follow thair own
consciences, rathar than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming, The First
Amendment prohibits government, Including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anycne and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decislon-making information. The ¢hoice
of orogramming, especially religious programming. is not properiy dictated by anv govarnment agency — and
proposais 1o rorce reporiing on such things as who produced what programe wollid ingrude or
constitutionaily-protected editoriai choices.

(4) - The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religicus broadcasters. Those wha stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to tneir beliefs couid face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewai proceedings.

(8) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smailer market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a3 by requiring
staff presence wnenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studic iocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals wouid force service cutbacks — ana curiaiieg service 1s conirary to ineé
public interest,

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking APR 1 b 2008
MB Docket No. 04-233

i

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R IE@@?Q‘@#@‘ LRQ_(_)_M_.
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so —~ and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to foliow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present,

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters, Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secutar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a} by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raiging costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

M “110 /0%
{A ! Date
ignature

(" - o~
P 0473 Ylioy . 9
Tehan ke %fCQ ( Addrzlass Cov )

CVC Pr'mq’ mo

(65 (ols o

Name “H'/“‘/&)é’\‘(‘(\(/ -

Phone

A N 7@& k( oS )(;ﬁ?’

Title (if any)

Organization (if any)



[ L L T R R T N

APR 1 5 2008

Comments in Respbnse to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

. . . . FCC-MAILROOM '
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rirtermaking-(the ;
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, If enacted, would do so — and must not ba adoptsd,

(1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious breadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so -~ even if a religious broadcaster
consclantiously objects (o the message, The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion,

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tisred renewa! system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barrad from routine renewal application processing. The propesed mandatory special ranawai
review of certaln classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present anly the messages they
correspond to their bellefs could face iong, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in iwo ways. (a) by requiing
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studic location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussad above.
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APR 1 5 2008
Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04.233 ! FCC-MAILROOM E

| submit the following comments In response to the Locallsm Notice of Proposed Rulemaklng (the
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policles or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(N The FCC must not force radio stations, especiaily religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religicus broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow thelr own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shapa their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present,

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates an any religion.

)] The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially refigious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial cholces.

{4) " The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barrad from routine renewal application processing. The propused mandatory special renewai
review of certaln classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and prasent only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secutar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smalier market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a statlon is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studlo logation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtalled service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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 RECEVED & INSPECTED

MB Docket No. 04-233

! submit the following comments in response to the Localism Natice of ProposE& Q%MI&JL&‘BOOM
"NPRM™, reieased Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Dogket No. 04-233.

]
Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Propesed Rulemaking APR 15 2[}08 IE
{

Any new FCC ruies, policies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do s0 ~ and must not be adopted.

N The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values, The NPRIM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even Icss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiousiy objects to the message. The First Amendment lorbids Impaosition of mesaage delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force reveiation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals 1o force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
canstitutionally-protected editortal choices.

(4) - The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves wouid amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

WA L Crnetra Yy - S

Date

95¢4 n///?/ Z—%’?Zfﬁ/& }/KZ /f///

Signature

,E/]Jls Z ' @fﬁf er)s Address

Name

47 68-595

Phone

Title {if any)

Qrganization (if any)



RECEIVED & INSPECTED |

Comments in Response to Locallsm Notice of Proposed Rulemaking APR 19 2008 i
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propose D s
"NPRM", released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who rasist advice from those who don't share their
vaiues could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of licanse for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amandment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpointe a broadcaster,
particularly a rallgious broadceastar, must present,

(2) The FCC must not turn every radic station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelatlon of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properiy dictated by any government agency - and
proposais to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs wouid intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4} The FCC must not establish a two-tlered renewai system in which certain licersess would be
automaticaily barred from routine renewal appilcation processing. The propossd mandatory speclal renswal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs couid face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings,

(9) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in iwo ways: (a) Dy requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio iocation choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed service is conrary io the
public interest,

We urga the FCC not to.adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,

Signature

i Dt At dilee,, -,
?N . g It (710 CSSHE
e 7 53 73377

3 Phéne

i

Title (if any)

Organization (if any)



Koo 0 &INSPELTEL

L
Comments In Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulsmaking }
ME Dockat No. 04-233 APR 15 2008 ’
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R in
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. % MWILROOM:

Any new FCC rules, policles or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do 80 — and must not be adopted.

{1 The FCC must not force radlo stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advics from
paople who do not ghara their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impoesa such
unconstitutional mandates. Religlous broadcesters who resist advice from those who don't share thelr
values could face increased harassment, compiaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow thelr own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to alr time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even If a raligious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorlal decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, 18 not properly diclatad by any povernment agancy - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) - The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
auromatically barred frorm routine renewal application pracessing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of carain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would arncunt {o coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true 1o their consciences and present only the messages they
rorrespond to therr beliefs could face iong, expensive and potentiaily ruinous renewal proceedings

(5} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secuiar
stations. Keeping the aiectricity flowing is often a chalienge. Yet, the Commission proposes 1o furthes
squeeze niche and smailer market broadcasters, by substantialiy ralsing costs in two wayas: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a statlon is on the air and, (b} by further rastricting main studio location choices,
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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MB Docket No. 04-233
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RUBMaking (the
"NPRM"), released Jan, 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(n The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutionai mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpeints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed setvice is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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Commaents in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking AP -
MB Docket No, 04-233 R1§ 008

I submit the following commenits in response to the Localism Notice of Propos c’jﬁ ing, ¢t
“NPRM"), released Jan, 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233. W-MEIUQOOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights, A number of
proposals discussed In the NPRM, If enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted,

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
cansciences. rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a reiigious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn avery radio station into a public forum where anyone and everycns has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editoria! decision-making informaticn. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposais to force reporting on such things as who produced what pregrams woutd intrude on
zonstitutionaliv-pratected editorial choices,

{4) -The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which cenain licensees would be
autematically barred from routine renewal application processing. The propesed nandatun soeral rerews’
review of cartain ciagsas of appilcants by the Commissionars (hemseives wouit amount (Q coarcion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and presant only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
saueeze niche and smaller market broadeasters. by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presance whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio iocation choices.
Raising costs with inese proposals would torce service cutbacks — ana cunailed service & contrary {0 the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adoot rules, procedures or policies discussed apove.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (1
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number
proposails discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.
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{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for cheosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than aflowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a refigious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

consciantiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message dellvery
mandates on any religion,

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editoriai decision-making information. The chaice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force repaorting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) - The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain ciasses of applicants by the Commissioners themselves wouid amount te coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruincus renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as de many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studioc location cheices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary 1o the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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Comments in Response {o Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (th
“‘NPRM™, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

HIIVYN-004

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted,

O
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(1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice froh
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose srll
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unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even ioss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so ~ even if a retigious broadeaster

conscientiously objects to the message, The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

) - The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to ceercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentizlly ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choeices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (I.) % '%
MB Docket No. 04-233 < = .
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking ( = S =
‘NPRM", released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233, T s i3
[ il
. . . . . Q m[
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number c8 e S?,
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted, < gq

(1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than ailowing incompatigle viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) . The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air tme. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message, The First Amendment forbids Impesition of measage delivery
mandates on any religion,

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, espegially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
propasals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4 - The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadeasters., Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspend to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgqueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the foliowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propos
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, wouid do so — and must not be adopted.

(1 The FCC must not force radic stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice fror
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people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such

unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who

value§ could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own

don't share their

consciences, rather than allowing incompatibie viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpaints a broadcaster,

particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
consciontiously objects to the message. The Flrst Amendment farbids Impaesition of message dellvery

mandates an any religion.

)] The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any gevernment agency — and
proposais to force reporting an such things as who produced what programs would intrude on

constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4} - The FCC must not establish a two-liered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs couid face long, expensive and patentially ruinous renewal proceedings,

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller

market secufar

stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cuthacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the

public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking -
MB Docket No. 04-233 APR 15 2008

I submit the following comments in response to the Logalism Notice of Propesed R i
“NPRM"), released Jan, 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233, FEERAR ROOM

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viciate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, tc take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposais would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
vaiues could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpcints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a proadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message, The First Amendment forbids Impoesition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especiaily religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals tc force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionaily-protected editorial choices.

(4 - The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatery special renewal
review of cerlain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themsefves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face lang, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations, Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chailenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in twe ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposais would ferce service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
pubfic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt ruies, procedures or policies discussed above,
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233
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| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulernakingi(
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, palicies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment rights. A numb
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so ~ and must not be adopied.
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(N The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values couid face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a publiic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a refigious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to tha message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

)] The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-rmaking information, The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4 * The FCC must not establish a two-liered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters, Those whgc stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(9) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaliter market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chalienge. Yet, the Commission proposes to {urther
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks —~ and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

MB Docket No. 04-233 M
0
I'submit the following comments in response te the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemalfing(the 3
‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. ~'§ ‘__g

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, wouid do so — and must not be adopted,

(1 The FCC must not force radic stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take adv
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would im
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t shar
values could face increased harassment, compiaints and even loss of license for choosing to follo
consciences, rather than allowing incompatibie viewpoints to shape their programming, The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

G3L33dSNI ® 13AI393Y |

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendrment forbids impesition of message delivary

mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reperting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4} - The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
autornatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of appilicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location cheices.
Raising costs with these proposals would ferce service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the

public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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Comments in Response to Locatism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakink
‘NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

8002 § T ddv

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A numb
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so —~ and must not be adopted.

(31934SNi 8 G3AI03H
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N The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice
people whe do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values couid face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to fellow their own
consciences, rather than affowing incompatible viewpcints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements wouid do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids impasition of meseage delivery
mandates on any refigion.

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
consfitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4} - The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees wouid be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount te coercion of
refigious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings,

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in twao ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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